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THRUST PERFORMANCE OF ISOLATED PLUG NOZZLES WITH TWO TYPES OF
40-SPOKE NOISE SUPPRESSOR AT MACH NUMBERS FROMOT00.45
by Douglas E. Harrington and James J. Schloemer*
Lewis Research Center
SUMMARY
Two 40-spoke noise suppressors were tested with plug nozzles in the Lewis 8- by
6-Foot Supersonic Wind Tunnel to determine thrust performance at takeoff conditions.
These nozzles were designed primarily for application to advanced supersonic cruise
aircraft in which a dry turbojet or mixed-flow turbofan engine would be used. An
unsuppressed plug nozzle and a Supersonic Tunnel Association (STA) nozzle were also
tested to determine baseline levels of thrust performance. The majority of the data
were obtained at free-stream Mach numbers of 0 to 0. 45 and nozzle pressure ratios
of 1. 5 to 4.0. However, the unsuppressed plug and the STA nozzles were also tested
at Mach numbers of 0. 8 and 0. 9. Dry air at room temperature was supplied to the
nozzles in the test.
The unsuppressed plug nozzle had a baseline nozzle efficiency of 98 percent at an
assumed takeoff pressure ratio of 3. 0 and at Mach 0. 36. Both 40-spoke suppressor
nozzles exhibited nozzle efficiencies of approximately 83. 5 percent at this condition.
This represents a decrement in nozzle efficiency of 14. 5 percent when compared with
the unsuppressed plug nozzle. Approximately 85 percent of this thrust loss (12. 5
percent of ideal thrust) was attributed to spoke-base pressure drag. At a nozzle pres-
sure ratio of 3. 0, external flow had no appreciable effect on nozzle efficiencies up to
Mach 0. 45 for the square-spoke suppressor nozzle. This was reflected in the spoke-
base pressure drag, where no external flow effects occurred. The vee-spoke suppres-
sor nozzle, however, experienced a thrust loss of 1 to 2 percent due to external flow at
Mach numbers from 0. 36 to 0. 45. This loss was again reflected in the spoke-base
pressure drag, which increased with the addition of external flow.
*General Electric Co., Cincinnati, Ohio.
INTRODUCTION
Nozzle concepts appropriate for advanced supersonic cruise aircraft must operate
efficiently over a wide range of flight conditions and engine power settings. The low-
angle conical plug is a nozzle concept that offers the potential of good aerodynamic
performance with a minimum of mechanical complexity. As a consequence, a number
of tests have been conducted (refs. 1 to 11) to optimize the thrust performance, to
investigate installation effects, and to determine the heat-transfer characteristics for
this type of plug nozzle. In recent years, increasing emphasis has been placed on the
reduction of aircraft noise. During takeoff and climb out, when the aircraft engines
are at a high power setting, the dominant noise source is usually associated with the
high velocity jet emanating from the exhaust nozzle. Jet noise characteristics for
several nozzle types including a low-angle plug were evaluated at takeoff pressure
ratios in a static test stand (ref. 12). However, takeoff and climb out speeds associated
with advanced supersonic aircraft are relatively high (approximately Mach 0. 35).
Thus, the effect of external flow on jet noise must also be evaluated. Tests to eval-
uate flight velocity effects have been conducted and are reported in reference 13. A
number of techniques to suppress jet noise are currently under investigation. One
concept of interest, particularly for plug nozzles, is the multispoke suppressor. After
takeoff the suppressor would be retracted and stowed either in the outer shroud or
plug. To evaluate a suppressor concept like the multispoke, it is necessary to study
a tradeoff between high noise suppression and good thrust performance (refs. 14 to 16).
This report presents the thrust performance for two 40-spoke suppressor plug
nozzles tested in the Lewis 8- by 6-Foot Supersonic Wind Tunnel. These nozzles were
designed primarily for application to advanced supersonic cruise aircraft in which a
dry turbojet or mixed-flow turbofan engine would be used. An unsuppressed plug
nozzle and a Supersonic Tunnel Association (STA) nozzle were also tested to determine
baseline levels of thrust performance. The majority of the data were obtained at free-
stream Mach numbers from 0 to 0. 45 and nozzle pressure ratios from 1.5 to 4. 0.
However, the unsuppressed plug and the STA nozzles were also tested at Mach 0. 8 and
0. 9. Dry air at room temperature was supplied to the nozzles in this test. Angle of
attack of the model was maintained at 0°. The range of Reynolds number was from
l.SxlO7 to 2.7xl07. . .
APPARATUS AND PROCEDURE
Installation
The test nozzles were strut mounted in the test section of the wind tunnel as shown
in figures 1 and 2. The support system consisted of a forward swept strut (30° sweep
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angle) having a thickness to chord ratio of 0.07, and an ogive forebody with a maximum
diameter of 15.24 centimeters (6.0 in.). Because the nozzles in this test were 20. 32 cen-
timeters (8 in.) in diameter, a transition section was necessary to adapt the support
forebody diameter of 15.24 centimeters (6 in.) to the 20. 32 (8.0 in.) nozzle diameter.
This transition was 1. 85 nozzle diameters long and consisted of two circular arcs tan-
gent at the midpoint of this section. A cylindrical section approximately 3. 5 nozzle diam-
eters long was provided downstream of the transition. The cone-cylinder pressure data
of reference 17 indicated that this length should have been sufficient upstream of the test
nozzles to re-establish ambient flow conditions. The thrust-minus-drag of the exhaust
nozzles was determined from the force- and flow-measuring section located just down-
stream of the transition section (fig. 2). The internal geometry of the model showing
the details of the force- and flow-measuring section is shown in figure 3. Nozzle weight
flow was determined using a choked convergent-divergent nozzle. Because the metering
nozzle was choked, it was necessary to measure only total pressure and temperature.
Total pressure upstream of the ASME nozzle P< was measured using a four-tube, area-
weighted rake. Total temperature T- was measured by two shielded thermocouples. To
determine the actual weight flow of the test nozzle, it was necessary to calculate a meter
discharge coefficient. Li addition, real gas effects were accounted for in the determina-
tion of weight flow (ref. 18).
The metric part of the model was cantilevered directly from the diverging section of
the ASME flow metering nozzle. Two strain gage links were used to measure the force
between the metric and grounded part of the model. A flexible seal at the throat of the
ASME nozzle was used to separate the metric and grounded sections. The actual thrust-
minus-drag of a test nozzle was then determined from the momentum entering the ASME
metering nozzle, a balance force obtained from the two strain gage links, and various
pressure-area terms. When testing with external flow, the thrust-minus-drag of the
test nozzle as calculated above was modified to exclude the friction drag on the cylindri-
•"'*
cal surface from the metric break to the beginning of the test nozzles (approximately 1. 3
model diameters). The friction drag on the cylindrical surface was estimated using the
method of reference 19.
The nozzle airflow passes through a series of choke plates and screens to provide
uniform flow at station 7. The nozzle total pressure at station 7 P7 was determined by
using two four-tube, area-weighted rakes. Nozzle total temperature T« was calculated
by subtracting the temperature drop due to Joule-Thomson throttling of a real gas between
stations 1 and 7. This temperature drop was calculated using a curve fit of tabulated
properties of air from reference 20. The model pressures, except the high total pres-
sure P., were determined from a scanner valve system. The procedure during a test
run was to set a free-stream Mach number and then go through a variation in nozzle
pressure ratio. Since for a given free-stream Mach number, tunnel static pressure was
a constant, variations in nozzle pressure ratio were obtained by changing nozzle total
pressure, P .
Nozzle Geometry
The geometric details of the various nozzles tested are shown in figures 4 to 7. Per-
tinent area ratios are listed in table I.
The STA nozzle is shown in figure 4. This nozzle is basically a modified ASME nozzle
with a circular-arc boattail. The STA nozzle was tested to provide a reference level of
performance for this particular installation in the wind tunnel. The chordal boattail angle
was 10. 8°.
The unsuppressed plug nozzle is shown in figure 5. This, nozzle provided a baseline
level of performance for use in comparing with the performance of the suppressor nozzles
that were evaluated in this test. The design pressure ratio of this nozzle, based on its
internal expansion area ratio, was 3. 4. The shroud had a 3. 5° conical boattail and the
plug had a 15° half angle i
The square-spoke plug nozzle geometric details are shown in figure 6. During take-
off and climb-out with this nozzle, spokes are deployed for jet noise suppression. After
climb-out from the airport, the spokes are then retracted into the outer shroud for cruise.
The nozzle will then take on the general appearance of the unsuppressed plug and should
have relatively high performance. The square-spoke plug nozzle evaluated in this test
had 40 spokes. Each of these spokes was slanted 15° from vertical to improve the mix-
ing of the nozzle jet with the external flow, and, thus, to reduce jet noise. The spokes had
a rectangular cross section and were essentially parallel sided. The geometric area
ratio (AR)_.eo of this suppressor nozzle was approximately 1.55. The geometric area
ratio is defined as the ratio of the annular flow area with spokes retracted to the flow area
with spokes deployed. As with the unsuppressed plug nozzle, this nozzle had a 15° half-
angle plug (except at the collapsed section, where it was cylindrical).
The vee-spoke plug nozzle geometric details are shown in figure 7. As with the
square-spoke plug nozzle, the spokes of this concept would be deployed only during take-
off and climb-out. The vee-spokes, however, are more difficult to stow because of their
larger size. Thus, they probably would have to be stowed in the plug rather than in the
shroud. The vee-spoke nozzle evaluated in this test had 40 spokes. Each of the spokes
was open and formed a "vee" (view A-A, fig. 7). The "vee" is intended to improve ven-
tilation in the spoke-base region and to improve mixing of the nozzle jet with external flow
for the purpose of noise suppression. In addition, the upper portion of each spoke was
slanted back 15° (again, to direct outer part of flow in outward direction for improved
mixing) and the lower portion of the spoke was slanted forward 15° (to increase thrust
performance by directing the flow along the plug surface). Each spoke was parallel-
sided. The geometric area ratio (AR) was approximately 1. 95.
The last configuration tested was a cylindrical shroud with a total pressure rake. It
was used to determine the boundary-layer characteristics of the flow approaching the test
nozzles. The rake was located at 45° from top centerline of the model (<? = 45°) and
consisted of 10 tubes. Rake details are given in the next section.
Instrumentation
Instrumentation for all configurations tested is presented in figures 8 to 13. The
static-pressure orifices are denoted by the solid symbols but do not necessarily repre-
sent the true circumferential location of the orifices. The accompanying tables give the
correct circumferential location of each orifice and its axial location. For the STA
nozzle the axial reference point (X_ = 0) is the tangent point of the nozzle boattail withP
the cylindrical section of the model. For the plug nozzles the axial reference point
(X = 0) was chosen to be the location of the nozzle throat at the plug surface. Locations
of the base pressures of the spokes of the suppressor nozzles are tabulated as a function
of circumferential location and a dimensionless radius parameter R.
Component forces on the spokes and nozzle boattails were determined by a pressure-
area integration and do not include friction drag. The details of the cylindrical shroud
with the boundary-layer rake are shown in figure 12. As stated previously the rake was
located at <p - 45 and comprised 10 tubes. The installation of the flow-angularity probe
is shown in figure 13. This probe was used in conjunction with the suppressor nozzles
in an attempt to determine the angle of the jet just downstream of the spokes. The probe
was located at several radial locations. The probe was used only during quiescent run-
ning, and the calibration from reference 21 was used to determine local flow angularity.
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION ,
Nozzle efficiencies of the STA nozzle are presented in figure 14. At quiescent condi-
tions a comparison was made between data measured during this test and data reported
in reference 22. Data agreement was quite good and was well within one-half percent.
Boattail pressure drag of the STA nozzle as measured over a range of Mach numbers
and pressure ratios is shown in figure 15. The1 drag is presented in two ways, as a
fraction of nozzle ideal thrust and as drag coefficients using model cross-sectional area
as a reference. Over the range of Mach numbers and pressure ratios tested, boattail
pressure drag was always less than 4 percent of the nozzle ideal thrust.
Nozzle efficiencies of the unsuppressed plug and the two 40-spoke, suppressor plug
nozzles are presented as a function of nozzle pressure ratio in figure 16. Testing of the
suppressor nozzles was conducted up to a Mach number of 0.45 only. However, the
nozzle efficiencies of the unsuppressed plug at Mach 0. 80 and 0. 90 are also presented.
For static conditions the two 40-spoke suppressors had the same nozzle efficiency at
pressure ratios equal to or greater than three. The unsuppressed plug nozzle had a
baseline nozzle efficiency of 98 percent at an assumed takeoff pressure ratio of 3. 0 and
at Mach 0. 36. Both 40-spoke suppressor nozzles exhibited nozzle efficiencies of approx-
imately 83. 5 percent at the same condition. This represents a decrease in nozzle effi-
ciency of 14. 5 percent when compared with the unsuppressed plug nozzle.
The boattail pressure drag for the unsuppressed plug nozzle and the spoke-base drag
for the suppressor nozzles are presented in figure 17. All drag components are presented
as a fraction of nozzle ideal thrust. At all test Mach numbers the ratio of boattail pres-
sure drag to nozzle ideal thrust for the unsuppressed plug decreased with increasing noz-
zle pressure ratio. The spoke-base pressure drag of the suppressor nozzles was high.
At an assumed takeoff Mach number of 0. 36 and pressure ratio of 3.0, the spoke-base
pressure drag for both suppressor nozzles was about 12. 5 percent of nozzle ideal thrust.
This loss represents about 85 percent of the efficiency decrease incurred when compared
with the unsuppressed plug nozzle (14. 5 percent thrust loss, see fig. 16).
External flow had no effect on spoke-base pressure drag for the square-spoke sup-
pressor nozzle (see figure 17). This would be expected due to the shielding of the base
region of the spokes from the external flow by the outer shroud. No such shielding was
afforded the base region of the vee-spokes, however. As a consequence, the vee-spoke
base-pressure drag increased with the addition of external flow (see fig. 17).
Figure 18 presents the effect of external flow on nozzle efficiency at a pressure ratio
of 3. 0. External flow up to Mach 0.45 had no appreciable effect on nozzle efficiencies of
the square-spoke suppressor nozzle. The vee-spoke suppressor nozzle, however, exper-
ienced a thrust loss of 1 to 2 percent because of external flow at Mach numbers from
0. 36 to 0. 45. These results are a reflection of the trends discussed earlier in figure 17.
Nozzle discharge coefficients of the unsuppressed plug and the 40-spoke suppressor
plug nozzles are presented in figure 19. Nozzle discharge coefficients increased some-
what with increasing nozzle pressure ratio. Generally speaking, discharge coefficients
should be insensitive to changes in nozzle pressure ratio once the nozzle is choked. The
trend of increasing discharge coefficients may be associated with some swirl in the model
upstream of the flow metering nozzle. If swirl was present, the instrumentation used
with the flow metering nozzle may have been inadequate. However, these limitations
would only slightly affect nozzle performance because of the thrust measuring system
design. At a nozzle pressure ratio of 3. 0 a 1-percent error in weight flow would result
in only about a 0. 3-percent error in nozzle efficiency.
Flow angularity just downstream of the spokes for the two suppressor nozzles was
determined and is shown in figure 20. This part of the test was conducted at quiescent
conditions only and over a range of pressure ratios from 2.5 to 3.5 for three radial
locations. Flow angle a is the angle of the flow relative to the nozzle centerline. The
arrows represent flow angle only and are not intended to give an indication of the local
Mach number. As can be seen in figure 20(a) the 15° aft slanted square spokes had the
effect of directing the flow outward at higher pressure ratios. However, this did not
occur with the vee-spoke suppressor, as the flow was generally directed down the plug
(fig. 20(b)).
Boundary-layer velocity profiles of the model at an axial station approximately nine
model diameters downstream of the nose are presented in figure 21. Also included are
the normalized boundary-layer displacement thickness 6 /d and momentum thickness
6 /dm- Estimates for sizing the boundary-layer rake were incorrect because the boun-
dary-layer thickness turned out to be thicker than estimated. Attempts were made to
determine the approximate boundary-layer thickness by extrapolating the velocity profiles.
Displacement and momentum thicknesses were determined by using the extrapolated
velocity profile curves.
Internal and external static-pressure distributions are presented in figures 22 to 27.
Distributions are shown at pertinent Mach numbers and nozzle pressure ratios. Of
particular interest a're the spoke-base pressure distributions, which are shown in figures
25 and 27.
SUMMARY OF RESULTS
Two 40-spoke suppressor plug nozzles were tested in the Lewis 8- by 6-Foot Super-
sonic Wind Tunnel to determine thrust performance at takeoff conditions. These nozzles
were designed primarily for application to advanced supersonic cruise aircraft in which
a dry turbojet or mixed-flow turbofan engine would be used. After takeoff the suppressor
would be retracted and stowed either in the outer shroud or the plug. An unsuppressed
plug nozzle and a Supersonic Tunnel Association (STA) nozzle were also tested to deter-
mine baseline levels of thrust performance. The majority of the data were obtained at
free-stream Mach numbers of 0 to 0.45 and nozzle pressure ratios of 1. 5 to 4.0. How-
ever, the unsuppressed plug and the STA nozzles were also tested at Mach 0. 8 and 0. 9.
Dry air at room temperature was supplied to the nozzles in the test. The results of the
test were as follows:
1. The unsuppressed plug nozzle had a baseline nozzle efficiency of 98 percent at
an assumed takeoff pressure ratio of 3. 0 and Mach number of 0. 36.
2. Both 40-spoke suppressor nozzles exhibited nozzle efficiencies of approximately
83. 5 percent at the assumed takeoff condition. This represents a 14. 5 percent decrease
in nozzle efficiency when compared with the unsuppressed plug nozzle.
3. Approximately 85 percent of the efficiency decrement experienced by the sup-
pressor nozzles at the takeoff condition was due to spoke-base pressure drag. This loss
represents about 12. 5 percent of nozzle ideal thrust.
4. At a nozzle pressure ratio of 3. 0, external flow up to Mach 0. 45 had no appre-
ciable effect on nozzle efficiencies of the square-spoke suppressor nozzle. This was
reflected in the spoke-base pressure drag, where no external flow effect occurred be-
cause of the shielding of the base region by the outer shroud. The vee-spoke suppressor
nozzle, however, experienced a thrust loss of approximately 1 to 2 percent because of
external flow at Mach numbers from 0. 36 to 0. 45. This loss was again reflected in the
spoke-base pressure drag, which increased with the addition of external flow.
Lewis Research Center,
National Aeronautics and Space Administration.
Cleveland, Ohio, August 16, 1973,
501-24.
APPENDIX - SYMBOLS
A cross-sectional area
(AR)
 ff effective area ratio; ratio of the annular flow area with spokes retracted to
the effective flow area with spokes deployed
(AR) geometric area ratio; ratio of the annular flow area with spokes retracted
to the actual flow area with spokes deployed
Cn nozzle discharge coefficient
Cp.,. boattail pressure drag coefficient
C pressure coefficient, (p - Po)/q
D pressure drag
D, total external drag (viscous and pressure)
d diameter
F nozzle gross thrust
(F-D)./F. nozzle efficiency (or gross thrust coefficient)
M Mach number
P total pressure
p static pressure
q dynamic pressure
r radial distance from nozzle axis
r plug radius at nozzle geometric throat (X = 0)p i - - - - . . . _
r , outer-shroud internal radius at nozzle geometric throat (X = 0)
sh
R radius parameter, (r - rpi)/(rsn " rpi)
V velocity
X axial distance downstream of geometric nozzle throat on plug surface
X axial distance downstream of boattail tangency point (Supersonic Tunnel
Association nozzle only)
y radial distance measured from model surface
a flow angle relative to nozzle centerline
6 boundary-layer displacement thickness
6 boundary-layer momentum thickness
<f> circumferential angle measured from top of nacelle in a clockwise direction
(looking upstream)
Subscripts:
i ideal (based on actual weight flow)
m maximum nozzle diameter
pi plug
sp spoke
/3 boattail
0 free stream station
1 flow measuring station
7 nozzle inlet station
8 nozzle throat station
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TABLE I. - PERTINENT AREA RATIOS"
Nozzle
association
Unsuppressed plug
Square -spoke
suppressor nozzle
Vee -spoke
suppressor nozzle
VAm
0 74
.15
.15
.16
VAm
0 9S
.26
.33
.28
Asp/Am
0. 19
.28
Apl/Am
0.58
.33
.30
(AR)geo
1.55
1.95
(ARWf
1.78
2.03
Cj-j (nominal)
n QQ
.99
.87
.96
aAll areas are areas projected on a plane perpendicular to nozzle axis (except Ag,
which is the actual geometric throat area).
-73-580
Figure 1. - Model installed in 8- by 6-Foot Supersonic Tunnel.
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Nozzle air
»i^^^^^^
Tunnel ceiling
/—Force and
/ flow measuring
/ section
62.5 __,
Y.--
16.1°
(24.6)
Qortinn A-A
15.2
1*16.0)* 1 4.45
1 (1.75)
^^ \
Flow
Transition section
Test nozzle
Nozzle adapter
Tunnel
\
A
Figure 2. - Model installed in 8- by 6-Foot supersonic tunnel. (All dimensions are in cm (in.
Model support
strut \
\
\ Flow-measuring nozzle
\ total-pressure rake
^-Flow-measuring nozzle
/ total-temperature rake Screens
^Typical test nozzle
\
'-Tube flow '-Screens
straightener
Station 1
^-Strain gage
balance (typ.)
(See note)
Metric
break plates
Nozzle total
pressure rakes
Station 7
Figure 3. -Model internal geometry and thrust measuring system. Note: Strain gages actually located at (p « 90° and 270° (<p - 0° at top of model).
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d - 20.32 17.148
(8.00) (6.751)
26.147
(10.294)
' " 5.08
(ZOO)
\\
10.160
(4.00) Center
of ellipse
10.160 10.358
(4.00) (4.078)
Figure 4. - Supersonic tunnel association (STA) nozzle geometric details. (All dimensions are in cm (in.).)
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\
^
Plug apex coordinates
Vm
0.735
.769
.800
.831
.862
.894
.925
.956
'.987
1.019
1.050
1.081
r/dm
0.190
.180
.171
.162
.151
.140
.128
.115
.100
.081
.058
0
18.628
(7. 334)diam.
18.370
(7.374) diam.
Detail A
Figure 5. - Unsuppressed-plug nozzle geometric details. (All dimensions are in cm (in.).)
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0.358
(0.1381
0.470
(0.185)
Typical of
40 spokes
0.499
(0.195)
5.080
(2.00)
19.507
(7.680)
7.516
(£959)
Shroud detail
Figure 6. - Square-spoke plug nozzle geometric details. (Al l dimensions are in cm (in.))
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0.790
/' (0.31H
14
-
37
0
1
J. (5.364) diam(5.658)diam.
View A-A
Vee-spoke detail
Figure 7. - Vee-spoke plug nozzle geometric details. (A l l dimensions are in cm (in.).
40 spokes
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Static pressure locations
Ori f ice
number
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
Axia l
location,
Vdn
-0. 167
0
.193
.373
.566
.746
.921
1.107
1.197
1.274
-.167
0
.193
.373
.566
Circumferent ial
location,
V,
deg
0
90
Orif ice
number
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
Axial
location,
ydm
0.746
.927
1.107
1.197
1.274
-.167
0
.193
.373
.566
.746
.927
1.107
1.197
1.274
Circumferent ia l
location,
V,
deg
90
180
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Figures. - Supersonic Tunnel Association (STA) boattail pressure instrumentation. Note: Orifice
numbers in parenthesis denote orifices located at <t> = 90° (o> = 0° at top of model).
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Figure 9. - Unsuppressed plug nozzle static-pressure instrumentation.
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Figure 10. - Square-spoke plug nozzle static-pressure instrumentation.
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Figure 11. - Vee-spoke plug nozzle static-pressure instrumentation.
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Total pressure rake
«p - 45°) (See note)
dm = 20.32(8.00)
Figure 12. - Boundary-layer shroud total-pressure tap locations. Note: Located at approximately
nine nozzle diameters downstream of nose.
C-73-643
Figure 13. - Flow-angularity probe installation.
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Figure 14. - Comparison of Supersonic Tunnel Association
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Figure 15. - Supersonic Tunnel Association (STA) nozzle boattail pressure drag.
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Figure 17. - Nozzle thrust loss from boattail or
spoke-base pressure drag.
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Figure 20. - Nozzle-exit flow-angularity characteristics. Mg - 0.
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Figure 21. - Boundary-layer velocity profiles at approximately nine nozzle
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Figure 22. - Supersonic Tunnel Association (STA) nozzle boattail pressure distributions.
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Figure 23. - Unsuppressed-plug nozzle surface pressure distributions.
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Figure 23. - Concluded.
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Figure 24. - Square-spoke plug nozzle surface pressure distributions.
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Figure 25. - Square-spoke plug nozzle, spoke-base pressure distributions.
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Figure 26. - Vee-spoke plug nozzle surface pressure distributions.
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Figure 27. - Vee-spoke plug nozzle, spoke-base pressure distributions.
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